




  

Response to Weldon Spring Citizens’ Commission Comments 
Dated November 30, 2001 

 
Response identifiers correspond to numbered comments received from WSCC. 
 
WSCC 1 The text has been modified to include specific standards. 
 
 Reference: Sections 1, 2, 2.3 and 2.4. 
 
WSCC 2 Agree.  The text has been modified to include specific water quality standards that 

apply.  The revised LTS Plan also identifies the documents that present numerical 
and risk-based limits for soil and other media.  Please consider the revised 
sections, if the language is still somewhat unclear, we will work together with the 
Weldon Spring Citizens Commission (WSCC) to continue to improve this area. 

 
 Reference: Sections 2.3 and 2.4. 
 
WSCC 3 The number of vicinity properties is stated as 17 in the August 2002, LTS plan, 

which is in agreement with the RI and the ROD for the Chemical Plant area. 
  
 Reference: Section 2.2.2.2. 
 
WSCC 4 Agree.  The language has been included to state the Frog Pond culverts require 

institutional controls (ICs), and upon completing the ICs, they will be monitored 
as part of the plan requirements. 

 
 Reference: Sections 2.3.1, 2.6, 3.7, and Appendix B. 
 
WSCC 5 Agree.  The language has been included to identify this requirement, and ICs will 

be developed to ensure protection of this area. 
 
 Reference: Sections 2.3.2, 2.6, 3.7, and Appendix B 
 
WSCC 6 Agree.  Text has been added to identify responsibilities for actions at the Weldon 

Spring Site. 
 
 Reference: Sections 1.1, 1.2, and 3.1. 
 
WSCC 7 Agree.  The plan has been revised to address this concern.  DOE will evaluate 

protectiveness, effectiveness of institutional controls, and regulatory compliance 
annually, in conjunction with an annual site inspection.  DOE also will conduct a 
formal assessment of protectiveness as part of the 5-year review.  DOE must 
obtain EPA concurrence, in consultation with the State of Missouri, to make 
changes to the Weldon Spring site LTS program.  DOE will solicit comments 
from stakeholders and the public on proposed changes, as well.  DOE may not 



  

modify the stewardship program unless EPA, in consultation with the State, 
agrees tha t changes do not reduce protectiveness. 

 
 Reference: Section 3.1. 
 
WSCC 8 The Grand Junction Office will continue to annually request budget to fulfill the 

requirements of the plan through the federal budget process.  DOE has not 
established a contingency reserve, but, with the inclusion of Weldon Spring in the 
greater LTS budget, DOE has greater flexibility to fund emergencies at a site 
within an annual appropriation. 

 
WSCC 9 Text has not been changed yet, but DOE intends to share funding estimates in 

future revisions of the plan.  FY03 funding levels are sufficient to continue the 
current groundwater-monitoring program and conduct all stewardship operations 
such as leachate management and cell maintenance.  FY02 carry-over funds will 
be utilized to work toward a decision on the Groundwater Operable Unit, after 
which it will be possible to establish a stable long-term stewardship funding 
estimate. 

 
WSCC 10 Agree.  However, the August 2002, draft LTS plan indicates that the DOE Grand 

Junction Office is responsible for and is the point of contact for stewardship 
activities at the Weldon Spring site, and does not mention the Department’s 
organizational structure. 

 
WSCC 11 DOE will adhere to its policy of keeping local governments and citizens informed 

of stewardship activities.  Specific outreach activities are presented in the Public 
Participation Plan (Appended to the LTSM Program Plan at 
http://www.gjo.doe.gov/programs/ltsm/general/proj_info/ltsm-
progplan/ltsmplan99n.pdf). DOE removed specific discussion of programmatic 
stewardship philosophy from the revised Weldon Spring site LTS Plan but 
commits to encouraging public participation in stewardship activities at the site.  
That commitment certainly extends to the WSCC. 

 
Reference: Section 3.12 

 
WSCC 12 Agree.  ICs will be verified annually.  Additional actions are stipulated as part of 

the 5-year review.  Verification procedures are offered in the revised LTS Plan.  
DOE expects that the section of the plan addressing ICs monitoring and 
maintenance will evolve as DOE gains site stewardship experience and can 
evaluate how effective the ICs program is at the Weldon Spring site. 

 
 Reference: Sections 3.2 and 3.7. 
 
WSCC 13 Agree.  A public availability session will be held annually during the period of the 

annual inspection. 
 

http://www.gjo.doe.gov/programs/ltsm/general/proj_info/ltsm-progplan/ltsmplan99n.pdf


  

 Reference: Section 3.12. 
 
WSCC 14 DOE has completed remedial actions to be protective.  The text has been 

enhanced to describe the systems, the required monitoring of these systems, and 
contingency planning appropriate if the monitoring indicates concerns.  Please 
evaluate the text.  If the language is still not sufficient, we will work together with 
the WSCC to continue to improve the language to adequately address 
requirements to ensure confidence in this area. 

 
Reference:  Section 3.9 

 
WSCC 15 DOE would be pleased to provide monitoring results to the WSCC.  The 

Department is also deploying a system to provide results online, and will publish 
results in an annual report.  For the first 2 years, the WSCC funding has been 
estimated to be approximately $35,000 per year. 

 
WSCC 16 Reference XX was apparently a placeholder for citing the current EPA OSWER 

guidance for conducting 5-year reviews. 
 

Reference: Sections 3.2.3 and 3.4 
 
WSCC 17 Generally, DOE will conduct risk evaluations when as-built conditions degrade or 

an observation indicates a risk.  The August 2002, LTS plan presents a discussion 
of criteria that trigger a follow up inspection and criteria that will trigger 
contingency actions, including a possible reevaluation of risk. 

  
Reference: Sections 3.3, 3.7, and 3.9 

 


